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I' 
A Factua l Repl y To � I s  There Money In Sheep? 
G .  E.  Rickett s  
Extension Specia l i st ,  Sheep and Bee f Performance Te sting , ·  
University o f  I l l ino i s  
( Condensed from I l l ino i s  Summary o f  1 965 Ewe F l o ck Production . ) The 
number o f  records rece ived from producers thi s year was 33% higher than 
the number rece ived last year . Severa l  re cords indi cated that part o f  the 
flock  l ambed twi ce in 1 965 . The se records have been summarized i n  Table  2 .  
Both table s  1 and 2 provide in formation that you can u se to evaluate your 
own flock ' s  performance . 
TABLE 1 .  Ana lys i s  o f  1 965 Ewe Flock  Production Hecords 
Number o f  ewe s per 
Item 26-50 51 -100 
High 194 173 
Percent o f  l ambs born , ba sed on Average 137  143 
number o f  ewe s  at breeding time Low 88 1 1 7  
High 30 . 0  2 1 . 4  
Percent o f  morta l ity �  Average 1 1 . 9  l l . 7 
birth to wean ing Low o . o  3 . 7  
High 35 . 2  2 1 . 4  
Percent o f  mortal ity , Average 13 . 0  12 . 3  
birth t o  market ing Low 0 . 0  4 . 6  
High $49 . 92 $56 . 72 
Gross  return per · ew·e Average $34 . 1 0  $35 . 75 
Low $ 18 . 18 $22 . 02 
TABLE 2 .  Ana lys i s  o f  1 965 Production Records  for F lo cks  
in Whi ch Part of  the Ewe s Lambed Twi ce 
Item 1 2 
1 5  1 9  
Individua l f locks 
3 4 
36 43 
5 
48 
flock  
Over 
100 
157 
135 
1 17 
18 . l  
1 1 . l  
5 . 7  
25 . 0  
1 4 . 6  
7 . 4  
$40 . 58 
$34 . 79 
$29 . 76 
6 
90 Number o f  ewe s in f lock  
Percent of  l ambs born , 
ba sed on number o f  ewes 
at  breeding t ime 
Percent of mortal ity , 
b irth to marketing 
Gross  return per ewe 
207 221 2 1 1  244 1 79 1 78 
29 . 0  
$45 .23  
1 9 . 0  
$58 . 32 
122 
34 . 2  
$38 . 6 1 
1 4 . 3  
$53 . 31 
7 . 0  
$47 . 13 
32 . 5  
$34 . 38 
- 2 -
To compare a l l  f locks on a commerci a l  ewe fl ock basi s , " l ambs on 
hand" were g iven a market value comparab le  to that o f  l ambs sold ; the 
va lue of purebred l ambs wa s a l so determined on a market ba si s .  The 
data in Table  l were divided into groups a ccording to number o f  ewe s .  
Gross  return per ewe in clude s sa l e s  o f  l amb s , wool , and incentive 
payments for both . 
Of the 107 flock re cords included in the report , 24 f locks had gros s 
return s o f  more than $40 per ewe , f ive f locks returned more than $50 .  
On the other hand , six  f locks h a d  gross  returns o f  less  than $25 per ewe . 
There wa s a di f ference o f  $38 . 54 in gross re"turn between fl ocks with 
the highe st and lowe st income ($56 . 72 compare� with $ 18 . 18 ) .  
The fol lowing returns he l p  to expl a in the · l arge amount o f  varia­
b i l i ty in  f lock returns :  
Percent o f  ewe s fa i l ing to lamb 
- - - 0 . 0  to 38 . 5  
Percent o f  morta l ity ( birth t o  marketing ) 
- - -0 . 0 to 42 . 9  
Percent o f  lamb crop born 
- - -86 to 1 94 
Lamb pri ce s  ·rece ived ( per lb . ) 
- - - 18¢ to 29 . 5¢ 
( 32 -37¢ wa s re ce ived for Easter lambs ) 
Lamb se l l ing we ights ( lb . ) 
- - -50 to 130 
12 -month f leece we ights ( lb . ) 
Per ewe - - -6 to 16 
Per ram - - -6 to 24  
The records included in Tabl e  2 a l so show great var iab i l ity in gross  
return s .  Probably the 3 maj or fa ctors here were 1 )  the number o f  ewe s  
that actua l ly l ambed twi ce , 2 )  the number o f  ewe s  g iving birth t o  twins  
or tri pl ets , and 3 )  the percent of  mortal ity from birth to marketing . 
Intere st in mul tipl e l ambing ha s been increa sing ; indi cation s  are that 
it  w i l l  continue to grow . 
I t  should be apparent from thi s  in formation that we l l -managed fl ocks 
can be h ighly profitable . 
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